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his wife. The couple performed in numerous
reputable studios like Columbia Pictures and
MGM. Capps and Theresa also worked to
help raise money for charitable contributions.

Beyond his dancing performances, Capps
served his community whenever he could. He
was a charter member of the Assistance
League in Palm Springs, California, the Desert
Hospital Auxiliary and the Opera Guild of the
Desert to name only a few. Upon the death of
his wife Theresa, he founded a gallery of art
at St. Martin’s Abbey and College in Lacy,
Washington. Furthermore, Capps became a
generous donor to the performing arts at the
University of Southern Colorado and funded a
scholarship and various activities of the Uni-
versity. In August of 1998, his honorable serv-
ice to others was recognized with the 1998
Pope John XXIII award offered by the Italian
Catholic Federation, which recognizes commu-
nity achievements, civic involvement and reli-
gious vitality.

Mr. Speaker, Anthony Capozzolo was an
honorable man who will be remembered by
many. At this time, I would like to acknowl-
edge the outstanding contributions that Capps
made and recognize his selfless acts of kind-
ness. He truly was an example for others to
emulate. I would like to extend my deepest
sympathies to the Capozzolo family during this
time of remembrance and I would like them to
know that my thoughts and prayers are with
them now and for years to come.
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Tuesday, October 16, 2001

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize One Earth One People, an organi-
zation in Cincinnati, Ohio that will celebrate its
10th Anniversary on October 26, 2001.

One Earth One People was founded by
Jane Church in October, 1990. Jane continues
to serve as its president, and she has played
a key role in making this innovative nonprofit
environmental education organization such a
success.

The vision of One Earth One People is to
‘‘network youth around the world via Inter-
active Telecommunications to prepare them to
preserve their local and global environment.’’
And, its mission is to work with all sectors and
ethnic groups, ‘‘offering students hands-on
educational experiences to increase their sci-
entific knowledge, enhance their communica-
tion, leadership and other lifelong skills and at-
titudes to protect the environment through
sharing, cooperation and cultural under-
standing.’’

Although One Earth One People is based in
Cincinnati, its work can be seen throughout
Ohio, across our nation and around the world.
Some of its activities and accomplishments in-
clude: running 21 student workshops in local
elementary, middle and high schools; pub-
lishing ‘‘The OEOP Newsletter,’’ which is read
by over 1,500 area teachers, students, com-

munity organizations and supporters; and at-
tending several seminars and conferences
held by Earth Day USA and the United Na-
tions Environment Programme.

One Earth One People’s work also includes
the Youth Cloth Bag Project, which encour-
ages consumers to use reusable cloth bags
when they shop. Just this year, the Youth
Cloth Bag Project was expanded so that
schools that sell cloth bags can use the pro-
ceeds to help preserve wildlife habitats in
Adams County, Ohio and in the Maya Moun-
tain Marine Corridor in Belize.

I have enjoyed meeting with the participants
involved in One Earth One People. It provides
young people with valuable knowledge about
the environment and how to work together as
team players and communicators. It also of-
fers hands-on experience in organizing, prob-
lem solving, decision making and other impor-
tant life skills.

Mr. Speaker, One Earth One People has
been an effective organization in the Cin-
cinnati area. I hope my colleagues will join me
in thanking its members for their dedication to
our environment and in congratulating the or-
ganization on 10 years of community service.
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Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, on Friday, the
House was scheduled to take up H.R. 2975,
a bill to give law enforcement greater latitude
in finding and combating terrorism. The
version that was scheduled to come to the
floor was the result of bipartisan negotiations
between the Republicans and Democrats on
the House Judiciary Committee. The Com-
mittee was careful in crafting this bill, since
any effort to give law enforcement these great-
er investigatory powers has an impact on the
civil liberties of all Americans.

However, Friday morning, the House Rules
Committee reported a measure providing for
debate of H.R. 2975 that inserted a substitute
measure still warm from printing. With the ex-
ception of the Members of Congress directly
involved in the substitute’s drafting, the major-
ity of the Members of the House had little idea
what the 175 pages of this bill would do to our
laws. It is crucial that our legislative branch of
government has adequate time to scrutinize
and debate legislation that could have a dras-
tic effect on the privacy and civil rights of our
people.

This bill would dramatically alter our existing
wiretap laws under the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Act (FISA). FISA sets the bar for
obtaining a wiretap order to investigate foreign
agents much lower than laws governing reg-
ular domestic criminal investigations. In the
past, the courts have held that the Fourth
Amendment’s prohibition on unreasonable
search and seizure protects our citizens from
surveillance without probable cause, except in
cases concerning foreign intelligence oper-
ations. Surveillance under FISA is granted by
a secret court whose decisions and pro-

ceedings are not part of the public record, and
those being wiretapped never know that such
an order has been granted, and have no way
to appeal the court’s decision.

Presently, a wiretap under FISA can be ob-
tained if the target is suspected of being an
agent of a foreign power, without probable
cause. The bill passed by the House would
allow a person to be secretly wiretapped
under the easier FISA rules as long as foreign
intelligence is at least one component of the
investigation. This means that Americans not
suspected of being spies can now be placed
under surveillance as if they are foreign
agents, without the usual protections of the
Fourth Amendment. So, without probable
cause, the government would be able to se-
cretly authorize wiretaps to trace the calls
made to the person being monitored, as well
as monitor their Internet activity. Although the
bill says that the Internet surveillance is limited
to the address visited but not the content, all
a government agency has to do to capture
content is to use the Internet address informa-
tion gathered and visit the site in question.

Not only does this allow American intel-
ligence agencies to spy on Americans, but the
bill authorizes the sharing of information gath-
ered with other federal agencies without judi-
cial authorization. This means American intel-
ligence agencies like the Central Intelligence
Agency would be able to collect information
from other agencies about the activities of our
citizens. Also, under this bill’s more relaxed
rules, FISA can be used to authorize ‘‘black
bag’’ searches, which would allow the govern-
ment to secretly enter a person’s home with-
out their knowledge and remove or copy docu-
ments and other items.

Another troubling provision grants the au-
thority to the secret court established by FISA
to allow the Federal Bureau of Investigation to
obtain individuals’ financial and personal
records without that person’s consent or
knowledge. Because this would be done under
the relaxed requirements of FISA, the judge’s
order is sufficient to allow the FBI to obtain
personal information without probable cause,
yet another instance where the bill goes
around the Fourth Amendment.

The bill the House was scheduled to con-
sider would sunset most surveillance provi-
sions in 2003, when Congress could review
and then renew these changes if necessary.
The bill that was actually taken up would sun-
set its surveillance provisions in 2004, and
allow the President to further extend the sun-
set provisions by an additional two years,
which would effectively be a five-year sunset
provision.

It has been said that extraordinary times call
for extraordinary measures. While this may be
true, it is also true that our civil liberties are
what sets America apart from other nations.
Although the House-passed measure con-
tained language to sunset some of the bill’s
provisions, I fear that once this line is crossed,
we will never be able to go back. Without ade-
quate discussion of this bill’s merits and ef-
fects on our rights, I could not support this
measure. I hope that the House-Senate con-
ference committee will carefully consider the
impact this legislation could have on our lives,
and make corrections so that I can support the
final version of this bill that we send to the
President to become the law of the land.
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